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L ""';':,&;\'L DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

- "Z.va: Remington Homes PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Kane County
FILE NUMBER: 200600300 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office [X]Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[_] There are no waters on the project site.

X There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[J There are waters of the United States on the project site.

{1 There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[T} There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.
[TJ The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.¢., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))
The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))
[] The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))
[J The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))
The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).
[ Other:
[ Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: PINEGREE GROVE.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: PINGREE GROVE, HA 232,

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: PINGREE GROVE, 1992.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on: 3/28/2006

Other information: FEMA FIRM map, NRCS Farmed Wetland Determination

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands A, B, and C do not exhibit a surface water connection to a
navigable waterway and are therefore not subject to Department of the Army regulations,
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Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

ciear, natural line impressed on the bank [}  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[]  the presence of litter and debris [] shelving
O changes in the character of soils [Tl other:

[ wetland boundary
is for Declining Jurisdiction:

[ Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
DX Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[T] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

1 Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

1ation of Wetland Boundaries
This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

nded by: s Date: S—L 9_~0 6

- —_— 5 — Date: C —(e— %

identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
ydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
escribed in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

ated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: 200600300

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 5/9/2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 3/28/2006
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: llinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42,0247, -88.4033

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 80

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac >50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake D D | : [:, [] L
River L L] L] L] L | | ]
Stream | | [ L] | | | O
Dry Wash L L L L L L ] L]
Mudflat O | | L] L] | Ll L
Sandflat L | | O | | | L
Wetlands X | L L] L | | U
Slough L] L] | L] L] L L] L]
Prairie pothole O O O O O O O O
Wet meadow J O [ ] ] | ]
Playa lake Ll [J L] L] ] | L] |
Vernal pool O [0 0o [0 0 O 0 0
Natural pond [l ] O | | O [l |
Other water (identify type) O O ] O O [ [l

Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O X ] O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [] [} X O ]
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O (M ] O O X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [l 1 ] X i |

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Montgomery / Kane County DOT PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Fox
FILE NUMBER: 200600297 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: X Office [JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[T] There are no waters on the project site.

B There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

(] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[0 There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[ The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport

interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.c., navigable waters

of the U.8.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

[] The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

[] The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

[J The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

[XI The presence of an isolated water (c.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,

sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

[ Other:

[ Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: AURORA SOUTH.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps:

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangies:

Acrial Photographs (Name & Date):2004

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: FEMA FIRM map, NRCS Swampbuster Map

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): A wetland exists on the project site, however it does not exhibit a
surface water connection to a navigable waterway, and is therefore not subject to Department of the Army regulations.

KOXXOOOXOX

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[0 clear, natural line impressed on the bank {1 destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[J the presence of litter and debris [ shelving
[7] changes in the character of soils [0 other:

[] wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

X Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a}(7)
Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

7] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[Tl This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
Bd  This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: I S Date: 5- /& —07006
e — Date: S'\"/J_—("%cg“

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

Approved by:

~

Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200600297

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date:
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 5/10/2006
At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: IMinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41-44-37, 88-22-30

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 5.6

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac >50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake L] ] = [ L] [ L] Ll
River L] L] Ll L] | LJ ]
Stream Ll L L] [ L] L] O O]
Dry Wash | O ] ] ] (] L]
Mudflat Ll Ll L L] L] L L] L]
Sandfiat L L] L] L L Ll L] L
Wetlands X L [ L ] L] L L
Slough | ] L] L] L | O
Prairie pothole ] ] [ O ] Ol O O
Wet meadow ] ] ] J ] [] [l
Playa lake L] L] L ] L] [ ] ] []
Yernal pool (| ] | | O ]
Natural pond O O O O | O O O
Other water (identify type) [ O 1 O O O O O

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors”: If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes Neo Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by [l ] pxy] O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [] [} X (] O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O O ] O X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [ [ ] X [l

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S, occurring onsite):




e e

APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Keating Resources PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northeast of the Interesection of Patterson
Road and Laraway Road in the City of Joliet, Will County, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: 200600291/LRC-2006-14058 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office XField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[[] There are no waters on the project site.

X There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[_1 There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[T1 There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[T] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands"). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent’ ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (¢.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

0o g0 ooo

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: JOLIET.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: JOLIET, 89.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: JOLIET, 1993.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date): Joliet, 1997

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: April 28, 2006

Other information:

OXROXOOXKXIXX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any bexes checked above): Wetlands 1-3 are isolated and therefore not jurisdictional.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
[0 clear, natural line impressed on the bank  []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [0 shelving
[ changes in the character of soil [0 other:
3  wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[ Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
[X] Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[0 Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[J This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by .
[ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

— S - Date: /7/7(W4 o¢

f _ (.I
Approved by: — Date: /P a2 ©F

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (ie.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

Recommended by:

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200600291 &LRC200614058

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Navis Date: 16 May 2006

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project site Y  (Y/N) Date: 28 April 2006

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Will

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 4129 10.91 & 88 06' 43.43

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):

Name of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines
SITE CONDITIONS:

e
—
=
e
W

1-3 ac -5 ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Type of aquatic resource

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

OO0OOOOO00O0O00

Vernal pool

Natural pond

OO00000000O0O00O0o0
XOOOOOOOOOOO0o0
O000000O00O0OOOO0O0o
I

OO0O000O0O0OOO00O0od
O0O0O000OO0O0O0O0O0O0c

00000000 O0OO00oa

Il

Other water (identify type)
Wetland

Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area,

Migratory Bird Rule Factors™: If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted | Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O ] O O X
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] | | L X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] [] [ ] [ ] X

"Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary ] Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Grace Church of the Valley PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Kane County
FILE NUMBER: 200600290 (LRC-2006-14057) PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office XField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

X] There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

U] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.
[C] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))
[0 The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))
[l The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))
[0 The presence of wetlands adjacent? ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))
The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).
[ Other:
[ Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory:

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survcy for Kane County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: AURORA NORTH, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: FEMA FIRM Map, NRCS Wetland map, Drain Tile Survey

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The two farmed wetlands identified in the Wetland Delineation
Report do not exhibit a surface water connection to a navigable waterway, and are therefore not subject to Department of the
Army Regulations.

XOXOOOX KOO

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [J destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[] the presence of litter and debris [OJ shelving
(O changes in the character of soils ] other:

[0 wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

DJ Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
X Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[ Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[C] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
X This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: > Date: S ,/ ‘g — 300 6

Approved hy: —5 — Date: >~ ~ 7S — 2<eg

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: 200600290 (LRC-2006-14057)

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 5/16/2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 3/30/2006
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: IMinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41.8232, 88.3743

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 27

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac >50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake O 0 0 10 ] O O O
River D j L L D D D
Stream L L L U L L U L
Dry Wash [ | | L | Ll L L
Mudflat [ | | 0 L U ] ]
Sandflat LJ L L L] L L] O OJ
Wetlands X L] L L] L L] L] L]
Slough O O | | L U L |
Prairie pothole ] | | [ ] | ] [ ]
Wet meadow [l ] O ] ] ] [l []
Playa lake [ L] L] L] L] L] Ll L]
Vernal pool L] L] L] L] L | L L]
Natural pond O D O ] O | ] ]
Other water (identify type) O O | O O ] [ ]

TCheck appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors": If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O X O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that [ O X O ]
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O O O O X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] | ] X [

!Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [ ] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Hamilton Partners PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Lake County
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-698 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office X]Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[] There are no waters on the project site.

Bd There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[[] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[J There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination;

[0 There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[ The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ¢bb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a){1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 x O0Od

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: LAKE ZURICH.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: LAKE ZURICH, HA 208,

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: LAKE ZURICH, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles;

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadranglies: BARRINGTON 1961.
Aerials (Name & Date):2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.

Site Visit Conducted on: 4/20/2006

Other information: FEMA FIRM map

HXXMROKNKX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands 1 and 2 do not exhibit a surface water connection to a
navigable waterway and are are therefore not subject to Department of the Army regulations.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [[Jdestruction of terrestrial vegetation
(] the presence of litter and debris [shelving

[J changes in the character of soil [ other

[1 wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)4) through 328.3(a)(7)
Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[C] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[0 Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
X This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated 4/19/2006, prepared by Christopher. B. Burke
Engineering, Ltd.
[C] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: GR‘%'NA‘:S'-GW Date: S- - /? — ﬂé

Approved by: Date:

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET

DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-698

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:
County:

Kimberly Fisher

In the office

At the project siteY (Y/N)

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):
Name of waterway or watershed:

SITE CONDITIONS:

Date: 5/18/2006

(Y/N) Date:
Date: 4/20/2006

IMinois

Lake

422738, 88.0928
11

Fox

Type of aquatic resource'

]

-1 ac

1-3 ac

3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac

25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear

feet

Lake

River

L

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond

Other water (identify type)

OO0OOO00O0O0O0000o0O

OO0DOOO0000000C0O0O

OOOO000OXROOCO00!
OOO0OOCOoO0o000
000000000000 0O0

OOOO0O0O00O0000O0O
OOO0O0O0O00Ooo0o0o0oa

(O

!Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O ] X
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O X ] O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] O O [] X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] ] ] ]

TCheck appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S, occurring onsite):
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APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: R.M Swanson Devlopment PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Mill Creek/Lindenhurst
FILE NUMBER: 200501136 (LRC-2005-13884) PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [ JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action, (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

{71 There are no waters on the project site.

{1 There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[C] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

X There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

(] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[ The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a}(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent? ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)}(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway,

00 O OXRO

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory:

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: ANTIOCH, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):Lake County 1939, 2000, 1004, & 2005; PhotoMapper 2001, 2002 & 2005
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.

Site Visit Conducted on: May 18, 2006

Other information:

OXXXOOKKROO

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The areas labeled W5 & W6 are tributary to the Des Plaines River
via Mill Creek. The Des Plaines is a navigable water of the United States below Hoffman Dam, therefore these areas are also
waters of the United States under the jurisdiction of the Department of the Army. Areas W1-4 and W7 do not have a discenable
surface water connection to a navigable water of the United States and are therefore not under the jurisdiction of the Department
of the Army.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[7] the presence of litter and debris [ shelving

[] changes in the character of soil [0 other

23 wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[J Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)}(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
(] Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
(O Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[J Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
B This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated June 16, 2004, prepared by Raisanen & Assoc.
[C] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

cecommenceary:___ORIGINAL SIGNED o 2074y OV

Approved by: Date:

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natura! river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S, ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200501136 (LRC-2005-13884)

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Michael Murphy Date: 5-19-2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: 5-19-2006
At the project site (Y/N) Date: 5-18-2006
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Illinois
County: Lake
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42.3916306174515, -88.006897674495
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 210 ac
Name of waterway or watershed: Mill Creek/Des Plaines River
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5 ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
feet
Lake U L L U U U L U
River U U | U L] L U |
Stream U L | | L] L] Ll U
Dry Wash U L Ll L L L] L U
Mudflat L [] [ L] LJ LJ U [
Sandflat Ll [] L L LJ L U [
Wetlands D : I:] ]:] E D D O
Slough | L L Ul U L] U 0]
Prairie pothole [l [l [l O [l O] ] ]
Wet meadow ) ] [l (] [ ] ] ]
Playa lake 0 ] 0 ] ] ] U U
Vernal pool O O O [l J O | [
Natural pond | [l | [l [ ] || ]
Other water (identify type) O O [ O O O O ]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O a X O ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O |} X O ]
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O O O X a
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? 0 ] O X O

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary (] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):
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APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Jim Scarnegic PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 1119 Thatcher Trail, West Dundee, Kane County,
Illinois (NW 1/4 of Section 21, T42N R8E)

FILE NUMBER: 200600440 (LRC-2006-14180) PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office [XField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[] There are na waters on the project site.

B There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

["] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

(] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[T There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.
[0 The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))
The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))
[J The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))
[1 The presence of wetlands adjacent? ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))
X The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natura! ponds).
O Other:
[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: ELGIN.

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: ELGIN, HA 147.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: ELGIN, 1992.

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): DigiAir 2002 & 2004

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: February 7, 2006 by Jaimee Hammlt and Kim Fisher of the USACE, Chicago District
Other information:

OXOXOOXXXK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The on-site channel drops into the stormsewer system and is not
traceable to a navigable waterway. The closest stream is approximately 3/4 mile away and there is no way of proving the channel
connects to a navigable waterway and what path it takes exactly. Therefore, the on-site channel is not under the jurisdiction of
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[0 clear, natural line impressed on the bank [J destruction of terrestrial vegetation
7]  the presence of litter and debris [0 shelving
[0 changes in the character of soils 0 other:

[0 wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
X] Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)

BJ Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[J Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) {attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[(J This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by . [
[] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary. / |
o~ ( / -y — [ ;
Recommended by: S Date: Q - /// L // J 6
Approved by: \5—‘ Date: £ r 2 Sl e

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200600440 (LRC-2006-141830)

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 05/22/06
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: 05/22/06
At the project site (Y/N) Date: 02/07/06

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: Lat: 42-6-37, Lon: 88-18-30

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 0.25 acre

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox River

SITE CONDITIONS:

Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac >50 ac Linear Unknown
feet
Lake : : : : : : : D
River O O | [ O [ [ U
Stream X [: D D D I: E D
Dry Wash | | ] L L] L] U U
Mudflat O O O O O ] ] []
Sandflat D D D D D D D J:
Wetlands : [: E D D : E] D
Slough : E |: E D : : E
Prairie pothole __-] D D |: D : = ;
Wet meadow D E] [:‘ |:| D D D LJ
Playa lake D D D D [:l [:I D D
Vernal pool |:| O ] ] ] ] ] |
Natural pond D [:] D : 3 : : E
Other water (identify type) D [:] [:] : : [] [: l:

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by (] [} [ X O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O [} O X O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O [] | 1
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] [] ] X ]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S, occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Maple Park Partnership PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 113-acre parcel located north of the Chicago
and Northwestern Railroad, south of Thatcher Road and east of County Line Road in Maple Park, Kane County, Illinois (Sections
29, 30 and 32, T40N R6E)

FILE NUMBER: 200600404 (LRC-2006-14163) PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[[] There are no waters on the project site.

X] There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[_] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[T There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

(0 The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport

interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters

of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

[0 The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

[ The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

[0 The presence of wetlands adjacent” ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a}(7))

D] The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,

sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

[ Other:

[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: MAPLE PARK.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: .

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: MAPLE PARK, 1975.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): No source or date

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: The Wetland Delineation Report, dated February 1, 2006, prepared by Atwell-Hicks, LLC

ROXROOOKXOXN

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The on-site wetland, designated as Farmed Wetland 1 by Atwell-
Hicks, does not have a surface water tributary system connection and is isolated. Therefore, Farmed Wetland 1 is not under the
jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[0 clear, natural line impressed on the bank [ destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[0 the presence of litter and debris [0 shelving
O changes in the character of soils [J other:

[J wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

DX Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
[X] Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[C] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

{7 Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(2)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
(] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

/ /o
Recommended by: — {b Date: = /’( ? i / L) 6

5 -
Approved by: — — Date: - )) il

'Wettands are identified and delincated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

2 Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200600404

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 05/22/06
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date; 05/22/06
At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Hlinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: Lat: 41-54-44, Lon: 88-35-5

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 113 acres

Name of waterway or watershed: Union Ditch No. 2
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake Ll 0 ] | Ll Ll |
River L] L L] L L L L L]
Stream Ll LJ L] L L] [ ] L] L
Dry Wash UJ L L] L] [ Ll L] L]
Mudflat | L L L L [ ] Ol
Sandflat [ O [ OJ ] [ O (]
Wetlands X [] ] | ] [ [ []
Slough ] L L U | ] = U
Prairie pothole [ | O [l ] [ ] [] ]
Wet meadow ] O O (] ] ] O O
Playa lake O O O U ] ] ] O]
Vernal pool D E D D D D |
Natural pond [] L | ] [l ] ] ] []
Other water (identify type) [ ] ] O N O O (]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
. _ to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by | O X 0 [
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O b (] m|
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [ ] Ol x
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O ] g Py ]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 - site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):
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APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Leo Dombrowski PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 1.92-Acre Property Southeast of Armory Drive and
La Salle in Thorton, Cook County, Illinois (Section 28, T36N, R14E).

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-521 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [X]Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

] There are no waters on the project site.

X There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[ There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[ The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport

interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters

of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))
The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

[T] The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

[ The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7)}

[C] The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

O Other:

1 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: CALUMET CITY.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Cook County,

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: CALUMET CITY, 1991.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):Cook County 1998

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: 16 May 2006

Other information:

OXOXROOXXOKX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Three wetlands on the property did not appear to exhibit a surface
water connection to navigable waters and are not under jurisdiction of this office.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [_] destruction of terrestrial vegetation

[Z] the presence of litter and debris [ shelving
{1 changes in the character of soil [ other:
[Jwetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
X Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[} Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: (:)' “‘ i | hl A | S Ha I\IED Date:
- Date: 7 3 /7//% (/é’

Approved by:

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

2 Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-521

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Steve Gagnon Date: 22 May 2006

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the projectsite Y (Y/N) Date: 16 May 2006

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: IMinois

County: Cook

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41.5855926392; -87.6216687421

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 1.92

Name of waterway or watershed: Calumet Sag
SITE CONDITIONS:

[}

Type of aquatic resource’ -1 ac 1-3ac | 3-5ac

wn
—
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10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
feet
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River

Stream
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Mudflat
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Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond
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0000000000 0O0O0ac
00000000000 0O0O0
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O0O0OOOOO0OO0C0O0Oac
0000000000000

Other water (identify type)

!Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by X O O O [
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that X ] ] O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O O OJ J P}
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] ] ] O X

ICheck appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Village of Montgomery PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: SW 1/4 of Section 30, T38N R8E)
FILE NUMBER: 200600335 (LRC-2006-14102) PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office []Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

X There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[ There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[ There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[ There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.
{71 The presence of waters which are cutrently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))
The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))
[C] The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))
[J The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))
[0 The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).
X] Other: Stormwater basins are not typically regulated by the Chicago District. The basin does not have a surface water
tributary system connection anyway.
[J Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetiand Inventory:

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: AURORA SOUTH, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): 1939, 1954, 1961, 1967, 1974, 1988, and 1993
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: .

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OO0OXOOXOOO

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The basin does not have a surface water tributary system connection
and stormwater basins aren't typically regulated by the Chicago District anyway.,

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[[] clear, natural line impressed on the bank [0 destruction of terrestrial vegetation
] the presence of litter and debris [(] shelving
[J changes in the character of soils O other:

[0 wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
X Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)}(7)
[ Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[ Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[[] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
(O This office does not confirm your wetland boundary. i ,
< < é
Recommended by: — = ~ Date: — 2 0 é
/ /
Approved by: —J — Date: §C/ Pe—cq

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricuitural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200600335 (LRC-2006-14102)

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 05/26/06
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: 05/26/06
At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: Lat: 41-44-36, Lon: 88-22-17

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): < 10 acres

Name of waterway or watershed: Blackberry Creek/Fox River
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake L L | L Ll L U [
River Ll ] U L L L | |
Stream L U U L | [ | |
Dry Wash D D E D D D :
Mudflat L L ] L U | | L
Sandflat O 10 [0 10 0 0 0 0
Wetlands [] [] O O ] ] ]
Slough L] L] | CJ U L [ |
Prairie pothole ] | ] ] ] ] O] ]
Wet meadow ] 'ml O J J ] (] ]
Playa lake | | [ | ] Ll L] L]
Vernal pool [] ] O ] ] O] ] ]
Natural pond ] ] ] O J ] ] O
Other water (identify type) X J O [l [l (] ] O
stormwater basin

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by (] O [m]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that d O O X O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [l ] ) X o
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [] O OJ X O

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Provena Mercy Medical Center PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: South of Sullivan Road and west of
Route 31, Aurora, Kane County, Illinois (SE 1/4 of Section 9, T38N R8E)

FILE NUMBER: 200600406 (LRC-2006-14164) PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [XField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

X There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

(] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[ There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[0 There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[J The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport

interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters

of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

[0 The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

[ The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

O The presence of wetlands adjacent? ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

[0 The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,

sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

X Other: Detention basin

[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: AURORA NORTH.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: AURORA NORTH, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): no date or source

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on: May 25, 2006 by Jaimee W, Hammit of the USACE, Chicago District
Other information:

OXNXXOOXKXOX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The detention pond on site does have a surface water tributary
system connection to the Fox River. However, it is still being maintained as a detention area and the Chicago District does not
typically regulate detention ponds that are still being maintained as such.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

]  clear, natural line impressed on the bank [0 destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[0 the presence of litter and debris [0 shelving
[J changes in the character of soils [0 other:

0 wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[X Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a}(7)
[C] Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
X Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[J Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[J This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: — Date: > /7 é /() b

Approved by: ~ 5 — Date: f\/J /05\

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

2 Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. US. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200600406 (LRC-2006-14164)

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 05/26/06
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date: 05/26/06
At the project site (Y/N) Date: 05/25/06

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: Lat: 41-47-18,Lon: 88-19-17

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): S acres

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox River
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource' 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake [ [ L ] L w [] |
River O O O [0 0 O ] m
Stream L L] L] L] L] L] ] L]
Dry Wash | L] L L] | L] || []
Mudhat O 0 O [0 0 O O (]
Sandflat U] L L] L] L] L] L] ]
Wetlands L] L] L] L] Ll | Ll L]
Slough O [0 g [0 O 0 m O
Prairie pothole O [l ] [l ] ] ] ]
Wet meadow D ] [l [ ] O I_—_I
Playa lake L] [ ] [ ] L] [l ] L] L]
Vernal pool ] [] : : | I:] D L
Natural pond J ] [ ] ] [] ] ] ]
Other water (identify type) O X [ ] (] [] ] ] O
Detention pond

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known 1f Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O ] ] X
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [] O O X O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? a ] |
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O O O X O

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 - site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: West Suburban Bank Trust No. 2580, c/o Oliver Hoffman Corporation
PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 29.5-acre parcel located south of Foxfield Road in St. Charles, Kane County, Illinois
(NW 1/4 of Section 25, T4ON R8E)

FILE NUMBER: 200600402 (LRC-2006-23493) PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [ ]Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

(] There are no waters on the project site.

X There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[ There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[C] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[0 There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.
[C] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))
[0 The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))
The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))
[] The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))
E The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
andflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).
l:] Other:
] Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: GENEVA.

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: GENEVA, HA 142.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: GENEVA, 1993.

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acrial Photographs (Name & Date): no source or date

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: The Wetland Delineation Report, dated January 31, 2006, prepared by Atwell-Hicks, LLC

NOXXOOXXXX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The two on-site wetlands, identified as Wetland A and Wetland B
by Atwell-Hicks, do not have a surface water tributary system connection and are isolated. Therefore, Wetlands A and B are not
under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

clear, natural line impressed on the bank [ destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[J the presence of litter and debris (0 shelving
[0 changes in the character of soils [0 other:

[ wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

X Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
DXl Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[0 Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[J This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
(O This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: — Date: S / gd // O
Approved by: '_"_\)\ — Date: LY, . ’/QC

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987),

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. US. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200600402 (LRC-2006-23493)
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

Jaimee Hammit Date: 05/30/06

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: Date: 05/30/06

Date:

In the office
At the project site

(Y/N)
(Y/N)
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State:
County:
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):
Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

Illinois

Kane

Lat: 41-55-39, Lon: 88-15-51
29.5 acres

Fox River
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Other water (identify type)

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O X O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O X O ]
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [] ] Ol X 0
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? 0 ] X O

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-j

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

urisdictional, isolated,

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Kenar, LLC PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Autumn Woods Property Located North Of Golf Road
In Hoffman Estates, Cook County, Illinois (Section 8, T41N, R9E)

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-672 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office XIField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

] There are no waters on the project site.

[] There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[ There are waters of the United States on the project site.

(X There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

(] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site,

[J The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US, (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent’ ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 O 0Ox¥O

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory:
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Cook County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps:

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Agcrials (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: May 2, 2006

Other information:

OXOOOO00O00

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above):
The wetlands referenced as W-1 and Waters of the U.S. — 1 in your delineation report are under the jurisdiction of this office due
to their hydrologic connection to the Fox River, a navigable water. Wetland W-2 is considered isolated and is therefore not
regulated by this office.
Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):

l%rdinary High Water Mark indicated by:

clear, natural line impressed on the bank [ destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[} the presence of litter and debris BJ shelving
] changes in the character of soil [0 other:

XI wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[XI Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
X Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[0 Area under consideration is not likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[0 Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[T This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated March 21, 2006, prepared by Raisanen & Associates,

Inc.
B This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.
PR
Recommended by: L < —_— Date; 5’//3‘/ /0 2
Approved by: o . Date: - c
'Wetlands are identified and €v...qgeeew - .. the methods and criteria estabhshed in the Corps Wettand Delmeauy(n Man' JI (87 Manual) (i.e.,

occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agriqultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER:
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler Date: May 31, 2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the projectsite Y (Y/N) Date: May 31, 2006

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: INlinois

County: Cook

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42.0472373816 -88.2346529347

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 40

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox River Watershed
SITE CONDITIONS:

Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac

v
n
=
=
]

Linear Unknown
feet

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond
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0000000000000
0000 OO00000000O0
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Other water (identify type)

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] O X O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [J O X O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O | | [ ] | | X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the l\_/ligralory BTrd Rule to apay to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [ 1 Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 —site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLACANT: Dan Porter PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Lake County
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-731 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [IField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[[] There are no waters on the project site.

X There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

(] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[ There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[OJ The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent? ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 X 0OOd

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory:

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: ZION, HA 233.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: ZION, 1993.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangies:

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):2005

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: FEMA FIRM map, Lake Couty Wetland Survey

a0

X

MOXKXOOX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): A wetland exists on your property, however it does not exhibit a
surface water connection to a navigable waterway, and is therefore not subject to Department of the Army regulations.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [Cdestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [Jshelving
[ changes in the character of soil ] other

[ wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
BJ Unabte to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
[X] Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[ Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[0 This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[XI This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
\—_\ -_— A;— —
Recommended by: s Date: > -2 é 20 O é
Approved by: Date:

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
) COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC -2006-731

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kimberly Fisher Date: 5/26/2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 5/26/2006
At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Lake

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42.492204

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 87.830435

Name of waterway or watershed: Lake Michigan
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ O-lac | 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25ac | 2550 ac | > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake O 10 10 [0 ] ] m ]
River L L U L] L] L | L
Stream ] ] | Ll L] Ll L] Ll
Dry Wash D D D D D D D
Mudflat L L L L L L | O
Sandflat ] | L | | | | |
Wetlands X ] [ | ] ] ] ]
Slough U [l L | | L [ ]
Prairie pothole [l ] ] [ ] ] [l ]
Wet meadow ] ] ] ] ] | O L
Playa lake L] | Ll L] L] | 0 Ll
Vernal pool [ ] O O ] ] I ]
Natural pond D D D D D D D D
Other water (identify type) O O O [ O [ ] ]

TCheck appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] O X O ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | ] [ X O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] (] [ O
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] [ ] O

!'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Nilax Pate]l PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Lake County
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-732 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [ Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[J There are no waters on the project site.

X] There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

(1 There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[C] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a}(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent? ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

X OO0

0aa

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory:

U. S. Geologica! Survey Hydrologic Atlas: ZION, HA 233.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: ZION, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):2005

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: FEMA FIRM map, Lake Couty Wetland Survey

KXOOXXKO

X

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): A wetland exists on the western portion of you property, however it
does not exhibit a surface water connection to a navigable waterway, and is therefore not subject to Department of the Army
regulations.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [Jdestruction of terrestrial vegetation
] the presence of litter and debris [shelving
(] changes in the character of soil [ other

[ wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

DI Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)}(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by

D This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
Recommended by: - N Date: 5 /2/5 7 =036
Approved by: Date:

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i..,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC -2006-732

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kimberly Fisher Date: 5/26/2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 5/26/2006
At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Iinois

County: Lake

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42.461015

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 87.825370

Name of waterway or watershed: Lake Michigan
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3ac | 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac >50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake [ L] L] L] LJ L] L L]
River L L L] L L] L] L] L]
Stream L L [ L L L L L]
Dry Wash L] L] L] L L L] ] Ll
Mudflat L] L L | L] L L L
Sandflat L LJ Ll ] | | L L]
Wetlands X [l (] ] ] ] ] ]
Slough O 0 ] | | [ U ]
Prairie pothole [ D D D : E L__| D
Wet meadow [ [ O O O (] ] ]
Piaya lake O (0 10 10 0 0 O O
Vernal pool O 10 10 [0 O 0 0 0
Natural pond O O O O | ] ] ]
Other water (identify type) | ] O O O O O O

ICheck appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by | O X O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [] O X O ]
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O O O X |
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O] | | X |

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 —site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Ed Perez PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Barrington Hills
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-616 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD)(For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved ID is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2). An approved JD is an appealable action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[] There are no waters on the project site.

(] There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

(O] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

(X] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable
waters of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CER 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 X XXO 00

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory:

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: BARRINGTON, HA 150.

USDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: BARRINGTON, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acrial Photographs (Name & Date): 2002, 2004

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: FEMA FIRM map

NOXXOOXXXO

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Referencing the Wetalnd Delineation Report dated October 20,
2004, as prepared by DK Environmental, Wetland 1 is tributary to Spring Creek, which flows to the Fox River, a navigable
waterway under Department of the Army jurisdiction. Wetland 2 is isolated and therefore not regulated by the Department of the
Army.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
[0 clear, natural line impressed on the bank  []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[0 the presence of litter and debris O shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil O other
[ wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

X Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
(X Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

(] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
DX This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated October 20, 2004, prepared by DK Environmental.
[J This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: LS T T——— Date: ) gl 27 /O L

Approved by: "'5 — Date: T/ 2/ o

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

% Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-616

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss Date: 5/23/06
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 5/23/06
At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42.1651955015,-88.2305914985

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 15

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake L] L] L] L] L] LJ L] L]
River O [0 0 10 0O 0 O O
Stream L L [ ] O L L L L
Dry Wash L [ | ] 0 L U
Mudflat | J | O O [] O
Sandflat O O] ) ] [l L | ] O]
Wetlands X O ] J ] ] ] ]
Slough | L L O L L | [
Prairie pothole O O [l O ] ] [] []
Wet meadow [] [] [ O [ O [] |
Playa lake Ll L] L] L] Ll L L] L]
Vernal pool [ O] L | L] L | l
Natural pond O O J W ] [l [l ]
Other water (identify type) O O | O O O O ]

TCheck appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by X O ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | X O O O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [ O ]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [ ] |

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Village of Grayslake PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: The R.O.W. Of The Intersection Of Alleghany
Road And IL Route 120 In Grayslake, Lake County, Illinois (Section 34, T45N, R10E)

FILE NUMBER: 200600431 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office X|Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

] There are no waters on the project site.

X There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

(] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.
[J The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))
The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))
The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5}))
The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))
The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).
Other:
Section 10 waterway.

00 O OO0

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory:
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps:

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Acrials (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: April 27, 2006

Other information:

OXOOO0O00000

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands 1, 2, 3, and 4, as referenced in your report, do not have an
identifiable hydrologic connection to navigable waters and are therefore not under the jurisdiction of this office.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [Cdestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[] the presence of litter and debris [CIshelving
[J changes in the character of soil [ other

] wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[X Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
B4 Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[} Areaunder consideration is pot likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[ Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[C This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[J This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: — S/ Date: 5/6, ,/O Q

Approved by: Date:

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET

DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER:

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State:
County:

Paul Leffler

Date: 5/5/2006

In the office

(Y/N)

Date:

At the project site Y (Y/N) Date: 4/27/2006

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):

Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

Illinois

Lake

0.5ac

Fox River
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Type of aquatic resource” 1-3 ac
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10-25 ac
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> 50 ac
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feet
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—

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond
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Other water (identify type)
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O00OOOOO0OO0O0O0O0aa

O0O0OOOOO0OO0O0O0O00a

O000O0OOCO0000O0O0O0

0000 O0CO00000O0O0o0

TCheck appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors”: If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O X O ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O X O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O ] ] O X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O ] ] O] X

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [J] Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Remington Homes PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Kane County
FILE NUMBER: 200600281 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [XIField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

[] There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

DX There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[J There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.
[[] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))
The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))
{X] The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))
D] The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))
The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natura! ponds).
[ Other:
[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: ELGIN.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: ELGIN, HA 147.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: ELGIN, 1992,
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on: 3/28/2006

Other information: FEMA FIRM MAP

RRXXOOXXXX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland A includes an unnamed tributary to Tyler Creek, which
drains to the Fox River, a navigable waterway, and is therefore jurisdictional. Farmed Wetland 1 is adjacent to Wetland A and
the tributary, and is also jurisdictional. Farmed Wetland 2 does not exhibit a surface water connection to a navigable waterway
and is therefore not subject to Department of the Army regulations.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

O clear, natural line impressed on the bank [ destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [ shelving
(O changes in the character of soils (O other:

X wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
X Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
X Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
O Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[T Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by

X This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.
Recommended by: S Date: = /7 /d6
Approved by: — J — Date: S~ e~Ze o

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200600281

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 5/9/2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 3/28/2006
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42.0472, -88.3721

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 98

Name of waterway or watershed: unnamed tributary to Tyler Creek, Fox
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake Ll L] L] L] L] L] L] L
River LJ L] L] L] L] L] Ll L]
Stream L] L L] L L] L] L] L
Dry Wash L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L]
Mudflat L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L]
Sandflat L] L] L] L] L] L] L] L]
Wetlands X [ ] ] ] [ (| (|
Slough L Ll L L | Ll | U
Prairie pothole O [l | ] [l ] | |
Wet meadow O O O O J ] [ ]
Playa lake O ] L] L] L] L] L] ]
Vernal pool [l [l | [l ] | O
Natural pond [l [l (] (] [ (] (] ]
Other water (identify type) O [ [ | | [ O ]

ICheck appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors”: If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O X O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O ] ] X O
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] ] ] X [}

!Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [ ] Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: MB Financial Bank PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 570-acre parcel located north and south of Route
20 in Udina, Kane County, Illinois (Sections 12 and 13, T41N R7E)

FILE NUMBER: 200600256 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [X]Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

(] There are no waters on the project site.

(O There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[ There are waters of the United States on the project site.

X There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[C] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport

interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters

of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

[ The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

X The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

DX The presence of wetlands adjacent’ ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

X The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,

sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

[ Other:

[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: PINEGREE GROVE.

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: PINGREE GROVE, HA 232.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: PINGREE GROVE, 1992.

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): no source or date

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on: April 10, 2006 by Jaimee W. Hammit of the USACE, Chicago District
Other information: FEMA FIRM, Wetland Assessment Report, dated October 2005, prepared by Bollinger, Lach
and Associates

NXNXXOOXKKXK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands 4-6, and 8 have a surface water tributary system
connection to Fitchie Creek (also located on-site), which flows into Otter Creek. Otter Creek flows into Ferson Creek, which is a
tributary of the Fox River, a navigable waterway. Wetlands 12 and 13 are adjacent to Fitchie Creek and also under the
jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. Wetlands 1-3, 7, and 9-11 do not have a surface water tributary system
connection and are isolated. Therefore, Wetlands 1-3, 7 and 9-11 are not under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

clear, natural line impressed on the bank [ destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[0 the presence of litter and debris [ shelving
[0 changes in the character of soils [0 other:

[  wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

X Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
X Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[C] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[J Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
X This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated October 2005 , prepared by Bollinger, Lach and

Associates.
[J This office does not confirm your wetland boundary. j
—_— —_— < '
Recommended by: S Date: 7/ ] D / O 6

Approved by: J Date: S~/ /0 o




'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.

INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200600256 (LRC-2006-14032)
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

Jaimee Hammit Date: 05/10/06

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office

At the project site
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State:
County:
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):

(Y/N) Date: 05/10/06
(Y/N) Date: 04/10/06
Ilinois
Kane

Lat: 42-3-2, Lon: 88-23-40
570 acres

Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

Fitchie Creek/Fox River
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Other water (identify type)

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.
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Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O ] X ] O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [J O X O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] | O X O
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] ] ] X O

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [X
OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 - site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Keating Resources PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Northwest and southeast of the Intersection of
Laraway Road and Brandon Road in the City of Joliet, Will County, Itlinois
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-643 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [XIField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

] There are no waters on the project site.

[C] There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[X] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[J There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[C] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.¢., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)}(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent’ ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)}(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 O XXO

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: JOLIET.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: JOLIET, 89.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: JOLIET, 1993,
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aecrials (Name & Date): Joliet, 1997

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on: April 28, 2006

Other information:

ROROOXKRIX

O

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Farmed Wetland 1 is hydrologically connected to Wetland 1 and is
therefore jurisdictional. Farmed Wetland 2 and the Wetland/Open Water Pond are adjacent to Wetland 1 and are jurisdictional as
well. Wetland 1 is a tributary to Cedar Creek. Cedar Creek drains into the Des Plaines River a navigable waters of the U.S.
Farmed Wetland 3 is isolated and therefore not jurisdictional.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
clear, natural line impressed onthe bank  []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[] the presence of litter and debris [0 shelving
[ changes in the character of soil [0 other
[J wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

X Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
DA Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[XI This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated February 1, 2006, prepared by Encap.
[ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

— — Date: /7/7’\64"40 (A

Approved by: —J ~ Date: [ 2 M o

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

Recommended by:




? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.

INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: LRC2006643

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Navis Date: 16 May 2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the projectsite Y  (Y/N) Date: 28 April 2006
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois
County: will
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 87'45" 3 & 45 99' 01

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):
Name of waterway or watershed:

SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac >50 ac Linear Unknown
feet
Lake D D D D D D D D
River D D D D D D D D
Stream l___:] D D D [—_-I D D D
Dry Wash D D D D D l:' D D
Mudfiat O O O O O [ L] L]
Sandflat ] | L] [l | L] | |
Wetlands ] |:| ] ] ] | | L]
Slough O ] ] O [l ] 0 L
Prairie pothole J ] J [ [l ] (] ]
Wet meadow E] |:l D D D D D D
Playa lake D D D D D [:l D D
Vernal pool O ] ] ] ] ] ] ]
Natural pond [ (] ] ] ] ] ] ]
Other water (identify type) X O ] O O O | O
Farmed Wetland

TCheck appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors": If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by (] a O ] X
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O [ [l O X
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O O O O X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O [H] (] X

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 —site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Phillip Dressler PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Kane County / Selmarten Creek
FILE NUMBER: 200600296 (LRC-2006-14060) PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[C] There are no waters on the project site.

[ There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[ There are waters of the United States on the project site.

DX} There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[[] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport

interstate or foreign commerce, inctuding all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters

of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

[1 The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

P The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

[K The presence of wetlands adjacent? ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

[XJ] The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,

sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

O Other:

[ Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: AURORA NORTH.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: AURORA NORTH, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on: 3/30/2006

Other information: FEMA FIRM Map

KXXXOOX KOX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Selmarten Creek flows through the project site and to the Fox River,
a navigable waterway. Wetland 1 is adjacent to the creek and is also jurisdictional. Wetland 2 is connected to Selmarten Creek
by a pipe, and is also jurisdictional. Investigated Area 1 appears to be a wetland, however it does not have a surface water
connection to Selamarten Creek and is not subject to Department of the Army regulations.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

B clear, natural line impressed on the bank [0  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
] the presence of litter and debris [ shelving
[0 changes in the character of soils [0 other:

X]  wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

X Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
X Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[0 Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[J Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
(O This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated December 22, 2005 , prepared by ENCAP, Inc.
X This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: § Date: 51/ é —&é

Approved by: j — Date: ¢ —~ 7~ <

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200600293 (LRC-2006-14060)

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 5/2/2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 3/30/2006
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

Natural pond

Other water (identify type)

State: Illinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41.7974, -88.2727

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 9.4

Name of waterway or watershed: Selmarten Creek, Fox watershed
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet
Lake L L [ L] [ L] L L
River L] L LJ L L L L L
Stream L | | | L LJ L [
Dry Wash L] L L L] L LJ Ll L]
Mudflat L ] | L | L L L
Sandflat L] L] L L ] Ll | L
Wetlands X ] ] ] ] ] ] ]
Slough L L] L L L] L] L |
Prairie pothole | O ] ] (] ] ] [l
Wet meadow ] [l [l (] (] [ [ ]
Playa lake | [ [ | L Ll L L
Vernal pool | O O O | | L] L]
LJ L L L] L] Ll L] L]
| ] | U L U U ]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] O X O [}
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ] O X O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O ] L] X |
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] ] O px| O

!Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: American Development PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Kane County
FILE NUMBER: 200600322 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [QField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[C] There are no waters on the project site.

X There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[ There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[0 There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[0 The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport

interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters

of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

[0 The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

[T} The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

[T The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,

sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

[0 Other:

[0 Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: AURORA NORTH.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: AURORA NORTH, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acrial Photographs (Name & Date):2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on: 3/30/2006

Other information: NRCS Swampbuster Map, FEMA FIRM map

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above); Wetland 1, as delineated by ENCAP, is not under the jursidiction of
the Army Corps of Engineers because there is not a surface water tributary system connection to Selmarten Creek.

NXXROCOXXCOR

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[0 clear, natural line impressed on the bank [J destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [J shelving
[0  changes in the character of soils [0 other:

[0 wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

X Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a}(7)
X Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[TJ Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[XI This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: > Date: 5~/6 ~d 6

S~ -
Approved by: f — Date: ST —¢ P — e

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: 200600322

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Jaimee Hammit Date: 5/16/2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 3/30/2006
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: IMinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41.7971, 88.2704

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 2

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac >50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake O [0 [0 [0 0 ] O O
River L L | L L Ll [ [
Stream L L | L L L L U
Dry Wash L L L | L L L L
Mudflat L Ll L L L L L L
Sandflat L | ] | L L Ll L
Wetlands X ] [l | O O O [l
Slough | | [ | L | L |
Prairie pothole ] ] ] ] ] ] ] [
Wet meadow [l [l (| [l O ] [l
Playa lake L] L L] Ll | Ll L L
Vernal pool Ll L L [ L] Ll L] L
Natural pond [l [l | ] ] ] O [l
Other water (identify type) O O O O O O [l ]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O X O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [J | X (| O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? || | X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce?

Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for appllcablllty of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurlsdlctlonal isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 —site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: McHenry Country Club PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: McHenry County
FILE NUMBER: LRC-206-579 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD)(For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2). An approved JD is an appealable action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[C] There are no waters on the project site.

(O] There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

(] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

X There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable
waters of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 X XOO 0O0

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: MCHENRY.

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: MCHENRY, HA 255.

USDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: MCHENRY, 1992.

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):2001

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on: 3/30/2006

Other information: NRCS Wetland Map, FEMA FIRM map, McHenry County Natural Areas Inventory Map

NXXXOOXXXX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland 3 drains to the Fox River, a navigable waterway, and is
therefore jurisdictional. Wetland 2 exists in the southwest corner of the subject property and is connected to Wetland 3, and is
therefore jurisdictional. Wetland 1 is in the northwest section of the property and does not exhibit a surface water connection to a
navigable waterway and is therefore not subject to Department of the Army regulations.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
X clear, natural line impressed on the bank [[]  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[0 the presence of litter and debris [ shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil [0 other:
X wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

B Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
X Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[0 Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[7] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[J This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by

X This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
Date: S -2 ~2 00 [

Approved by: — [ — Date: 7 — Doo G

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

Recommended by: S

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET

DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V, U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-579

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State:
County:

Kate Bliss

Date: 5/2/2006

In the office
At the project siteY (Y/N)

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):

Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

(Y/N)

Illinois

Date:

Date: 3/30/2006

McHenry
42.33931, -88.263625

27
Fox

Type of aquatic resource' 0-1 ac 1-3ac | 3-5ac

5-10 ac

10-25 ac

25-50 ac

Linear
feet

=
=
:
=
=

Lake

River

Stream

Dry Wash

Mudflat

Sandflat

Wetlands

Slough

Prairie pothole

Wet meadow

Playa lake

Vernal pool

Natural pond

O00OOOOOXOOOOOO
O00O0O0OOOCOOOOo0O0o0
O0ODOOOO0OOOO00Oc

Other water (identify type)

O0O0OOOOO0OO0O0O000Oc

O0O0OOCO0OO0OOO00O0O0C

OO0O0O000COCO0O00O0O0O0

O00000000000000 «

O000OCO0DOCOO0OO0O00

Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-

jurisdictional aguatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by | O X
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [] O X O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [ | ] O X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [ ﬁ O X E

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 —site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Pacini Group PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: McHenry County
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-14146 (200600379) PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD)(For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2). An approved JD is an appealable action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

(] There are no waters on the project site.

(] There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[ There are waters of the United States on the project site.

X There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable
waters of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent’ ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 X XXO QOO0

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: MCHENRY.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: MCHENRY, HA 255.

USDA National Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for McHenry County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: MCHENRY, 1992,
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aecrial Photographs (Name & Date): 1999, 2004

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: MCHENRY COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OOXKXOOX XXX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Referencing the Wetland Delineation Report dated December 30,
2005, as prepared by Hey and Associates, Inc., Wetland 1 and 2 are tributary to the Fox River, a navigable waterway under
Department of the Army jurisdiction. Wetland 3 and Farmed Wetlands 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 are considered isolated and are therefore
not regulated by the Department of the Army.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
clear, natural line impressed on the bank [[]  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [l shelving
[l changes in the character of soil [ other:
X wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[XI Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
X Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[C] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[T Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[XI This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated December 30, 2005, prepared by Hey and Associates,
Inc.

[ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: /—_S Date: 5!2! D b

Approved by: \'_'r‘—~ Date: /& /ef

1Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.




INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-14146 (200600379)

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kate Bliss Date: 5/3/06
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 5/3/06
At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Iltinois

County: McHenry

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42.302839, 88.29333

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 240

Name of waterway or watershed: Fox River
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake L L L L] L LJ L L
River L] L] L] L L L | L]
Stream L L | L] L] | | L
Dry Wash | L L L L [l | L
Mudflat L L L L L | | L]
Sandflat Ll Ll L] L ] L Ll ]
Wetlands ] ] X O] [l O O ]
Slough L L] L | L L L L
Prairie pothole [ ] ] | O [l (] ]
Wet meadow [ [ ] [l [l O O ]
Playa lake L] L] L | Ll L L L
Vernal pool L Ll Ll | | L L |
Natural pond ] ] ] ] ] [l [l O
Other water (identify type) O O O O O O O (|

Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by X O O O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [X O O [} O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [ O O X O
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O O O X ]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




